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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1-52 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

Applicant has amended claims 12, 31, 36 and 41-43. Claims 51 and 52 have been added. 

Claims 1-52 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 12, 22, 31, 35, 36, 40, 41 and 43 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 2 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Rudy et al 



(USPN 6,360,252). 
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a. Per claim 1, Rudy et al teach an electronic mail transmission/reception system for 
communicating data between an electronic mail creating/sending device and an electronic mail 
receiving/reproducing device via a network, wherein: said electronic mail creating/sending 
device comprises: 

• an electronic mail creating means creating multimedia data including attached 
data representing an image, voice/sound, or the like (Abstract and col. 7 lines 14- 
22; attachments may take the form of text, images, audio etc.); and 

• an ED generating means generating an ID corresponding to the attached data such 
that said electronic mail creating/sending device sends the generated ID instead of 
the attached data (Abstract, col. 2 lines 2-10 and Fig. 1; system generates a user- 
understandable descriptor that is emailed to the user instead of the attachment), 
and 

• said electronic mail receiving/reproducing device comprises: a real data 
generating means generating real data representing an image, voice/sound or the 
like corresponding to the ID such that said electronic mail receiving/reproducing 
device reproduces the image, voice/sound or the like represented by the real data 
(Abstract, col. 2 lines 2-10 and col. 3 line 30-coL4 line 61; client device serves as 
the reproducing device, producing a rendered version of the attachment). 

b. Claim 22 contains limitations that are substantially equivalent to claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claim 2, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception system of 
claim 1, wherein the ID generating means generates an ED based on a category of attached data 
(Abstract; descriptor can be based on selected categories of rendering options). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-21, 23-34, 36-39 and 41-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rudy et al (USPN 6,360,252) in view of Guck (USPN 5,794,039). 

a. Per claim 41, Rudy et al teach an electronic mail transmission/reception device 
for sending and receiving mail data via a network, comprising: an electronic mail 
creating/sending device including an electronic mail creating means creating multimedia data 
including attached data representing an image, voice/sound, or the like (Abstract; attachments 
may take the form of text, images, audio etc.); and an ED generating means generating an ID 
corresponding to the attached data such that the electronic mail creating/sending device sends the 
generated ED instead of the attached data (Abstract, col. 2 lines 2-10 and Fig. 1; system generates 
a user-understandable descriptor that is emailed to the user instead of the attachment), and an 
electronic mail receiving/reproducing device receiving and reproducing multimedia data 
including an ID corresponding to attached data representing an image, voice/sound, or the like, 
comprising: a real data generating means generating real data representing an image, voice/sound 
or the like corresponding to an ED included in the multimedia data such that the electronic mail 
receiving/reproducing device reproduces the image, voice/sound or the like represented by the 
real data (Abstract, col.2 lines 2-10 and col.3 line 30-col.4 line 61; client device serves as the 
reproducing device, producing a rendered version of the attachment). 

Yet Rudy et al fail to explicitly teach referencing an ID table that represents 
correspondence between data and EDs. However, Guck discloses attachments stored in a database 
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for accessing and referencing with associated article numbers (col. 3 lines 6-32, col. 5 line 65- 
col.61ine 15, colli line 30-col.l3 line 11 and col. 14 lines 19-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Rudy et al and Ouck for the purpose of 
maintaining a relational database or data structure for the attachments and their respective 
identifiers; because it would provision efficient access, maintenance and archival of the message 
attachments. 

b. Claims 12, 31 and 36 contain limitations that are substantially equivalent to 
claim 41 and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claim 43, Rudy et al teach an Internet access device comprising: a real data 
generating means for generating real data representing image, voice/sound or the like 
corresponding to an ID representing attached data representing image, voice/sound or the like 
included in multimedia data (Abstract; server generates real data representing the attached data 
in formats including text, image, audio, etc); a real data acquiring means for acquiring real data 
corresponding to the ID from a specific server or a server designated by a URL when the real 
data generating means cannot generate the real data corresponding to the ID (col. 1 1 lines 38-60; 
server can be accessed via URL for real data acquisition); and a reproducing means for 
reproducing the real data (Abstract, col. 2 lines 2-10 and col. 3 line 30-col.4 line 61; real data is 
reproduced for the client/user on the rendering device). 

Yet Rudy et al fail to explicitly teach referencing an ID table that represents 
correspondence between data and IDs. However, Ouck discloses attachments stored in a database 
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for accessing and referencing with associated article numbers (col.3 lines 6-32, col.5 line 65- 
col.6 line 15, col. 11 line 30-col.l3 line 11 and col. 14 lines 19-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Rudy et al and Guck for the purpose of 
maintaining a relational database or data structure for the attachments and their respective 
identifiers; because it would provision efficient access, maintenance and archival of the message 
attachments. 

d. Per claim 13, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception system 
of claim 12, wherein the server connected to the network comprises a real data generating means 
generating real data representing an image, voice/sound or the like corresponding to the ED such 
that the server sends the real data instead of the ID to said electronic mail receiving/reproducing 
device (Abstract; server generates the user-understandable descriptor that corresponds to the 
email attachment and sends the descriptor instead of the attachment). 

e. Claim 3 is substantially similar to claim 13 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

f. Per claim 14, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception system 
of claim 12, wherein the real data is identical to the attached data (col.3 line 10-col.4 line 18, 
col.24 lines 7-18 and col. 25 lines 24-36; the real data can be the attached data or a reformatted 
version of the attached data capable of being displayed on the rendering device). 

g. Claims 4, 5, 15, 23, 24, 32, 37 and 38 are substantially similar to claim 14 and 
are therefore rejected under the same basis. 
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h. Per claim 16, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception system 
of claim 13, wherein the e-mail creating/sending device further comprises an ID acquiring means 
which, when its own ID generating means fails to generate an ID corresponding to attached data, 
inquires of the server about an ID corresponding to the attached data to acquire the ED 
corresponding to the attached data from the server such that the e-mail creating/sending device 
sends the ID acquired from the server instead of the attached data (Abstract; client machine may 
request the descriptor as a selectable item, thus the selectable item is sent from the server to the 
client instead of the attachment). 

i. Claims 6, 25 and 33 are substantially similar to claim 16 and are therefore 
rejected under the same basis. 

j. Per claim 17, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception system 
of claim 13, wherein the e-mail creating/sending device has a data/ID acquiring means which, 
when there is a request for attached data other than attached data corresponding to an ID which 
can be generated by the ID generating means of the e-mail creating/sending device, acquires 
such attached data and the ID corresponding to the attached data from the server (Abstract and 
col. 8 lines 49-67; client can request attached data from server and receive the output version of 
the data for display on the rendering device). 

k. Claims 7, 26, 34 and 52 are substantially similar to claim 17 and are therefore 
rejected under the same basis. 

1. Per claim 18, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception system 
of claim 12, wherein the e-mail receiving/reproducing device has a real data acquiring means 
which, when the real data generating means of the e-mail receiving/reproducing device fails to 
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generate real data corresponding to an ED, inquires of the server about real data corresponding to 
the ED to acquire the real data corresponding to the ED from the server such that the e-mail 
receiving/reproducing device reproduces the real data acquired from the server (col. 7 line 66- 
col.8 line 67; client can inquire/request attached data from server and receive the output version 
of the real data that corresponds to the client version — which only includes the descriptor — for 
display on the rendering device). 

m. Claims 8, 27 and 39 are substantially similar to claim 18 and are therefore 
rejected under the same basis. 

n. Per claim 19, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception system 
of claim 12, wherein the server sends the attached data, the ED, or another ED belonging to the 
same category as the ED to the e-mail receiving/reproducing device depending on ability of the e- 
mail receiving/reproducing device or at a request thereof (col.3 line 53-col.4 line 48; the server 
sends the attachment or descriptor of the email depending on the capabilities of the user's 
rendering device). 

o. Claims 9 and 28 are substantially similar to claim 19 and are therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

p. Per claim 20, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception system 
of claim 12, wherein the ED is part of HTML e-mail, and the ED can be identified by tags 
enclosing the ED at its front and back (col. 7 line 23-col.8 line 6, col.21 line 14-39 and col.26 
lines 54-58; descriptors identify the attached data and can appear in various formats in the client 
version email, depending on the content of the attachment). 
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q. Claims 10, 11, 21, 29 and 30 are substantially similar to claim 20 and are 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

r. Per claim 42, Rudy et al teach the electronic mail transmission/reception device 
of claim 41, comprising: a recognizing means which, upon receiving multimedia data including 
an ID and attached data corresponding to the ID in a prescribed format, recognizes the ID and the 
attached data while associating them with each other, said ID generating means being able to 
generate the ID associated with the attached data recognized by the recognizing means (col. 8 line 
7-67; the client machine is able to recognize and make the appropriate association with the 
multimedia attachment descriptor client version email and the output version email for the 
rendering device). 

s. Per claim 44, Rudy et al teach the recording medium containing a program for 
making computers function as the electronic mail creating means, the ID generating means and 
the real data generating means of the electronic mail transmission/reception system of claim 1 
(col. 7 line 60-col.8 line 48, col.9 lines 11-67, col.26 lines 10-67 and col.27 line 15-col.29 line 8; 
system comprises client machines and servers with storage mediums and program code for 
creating and transmitting emails, for generating descriptors of the real data and acquiring real 
data). 

t. Claims 45 - 50 are substantially similar to claim 44 and are therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 

u. Per claim 51, Guck teaches the electronic mail transmission/reception system of 
claim 1, wherein the ID generating means generates the ID corresponding to the attached data by 
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referencing an ID table that represents correspondence between data and IDs (col.3 lines 6-32, 
col. 5 line 65-col.6 line 15, col. 11 line 30-col.l3 line 11 and col. 14 lines 19-36). 

6. Claims 35 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rudy et 
al (USPN 6,360,252) and Guck (USPN 5,794,039) in view of Luzeski et al (USPN 6,404,762). 

a. Per claim 35, Rudy et al teach the device of claim 3 1 as applied above, yet fail to 
distinctly teach the electronic mail creating/sending device of claim 31, further comprising an ID 
registering means storing IDs and attached data corresponding to the IDs in categorized manner, 
and for a new attached data, identifying a category of the data, allocating an ID to the data and 
registering the data and the ED. However, Luzeski et al teach the use of multimedia containers 
and storage mediums for storing and cataloging attachment identifiers and attached data (col. 16 
line 50-col.l8 line 38). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Rudy et al, Guck and Luzeski et al to store and 
catalogue attached data and corresponding identifiers for attached data for the purpose of 
maintaining a current collection of the attached data and IDs useful in archiving for future access 
or queries. One skilled in the art would have been motivated to generate the claimed invention 
with a reasonable expectation of success. 

b. Per claim 40, Rudy et al teach the device of claim 36 as applied above, yet fail to 
teach the electronic mail receiving/reproducing device of claim 36, further comprising a real data 
search means which, based on IDs and corresponding real data stored in categorized manner, 
searches for data belonging to a higher order category of a received ID or representative data if 
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there is no real data corresponding to the received ID. However, Luzeski et al teach the method 
of searching for attachments/real data, based on the stored and corresponding categorized IDs 
and data (Abstract, col.l 1 lines 41-53 and col. 12 line 57-col.l3 line 20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Rudy et al, Guck and Luzeski et al to permit real 
data search means for the purpose of retrieving the attached data for the client/user. One skilled 
in the art would have been motivated to generate the claimed invention with a reasonable 
expectation of success 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Scheussler et al (USPN 6,366,950), Miller et al (USPN 6,421,707), Tsai (USPN 
6,839,741), Mertama et al (USPN 6,629,130), Barrett et al (USPN 6,549,933) and Brodersen et 
al (USPN 6,732,1 11). 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kristie Shingles 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 

kds 
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